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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 March 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s) 41-44, 47-62, 65-78, 81-94 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 41-44, 47-62. 65-78, 81-94 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) H] Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060620 



Application/Control Number: 10/028,756 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3712 

DETAILED ACTION 
♦ 

In response to the RCE filed March 1 st , 2006. 
Claims 41-44, 47-62, 65-78, and 81-94 are pending. 
This action is Non-Final. 
♦ 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
1 st , 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 41-44, 47-62, 65-78, and 81-94 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 

paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 41-44, 47-62, 65-78, and 81-94 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being incomplete for omitting essential elements/steps, such omission 
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amounting to a gap between the elements/steps. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted 
steps are: 

[Claims do not address the outcome associated with an incorrect answer 
selection] 

The claims as set forth provide for the presentation of a trivia question to the 
player and the providing to the player an award when the player provides the correct 
answer however, the claims fail to set forth any method/system outcome in the case 
that the player selects an incorrect answer. Accordingly it is unclear how the 
method/system would proceed or conclude based on the determination of a correct 
answer. 

[Claims do not provide the player an opportunity to utilize the pass as acquired] 
The claims as set forth provide for the provisioning of a "pass" to the player as 
well as the intended use of the pass however the presented claims do not consider the 
pass. In other words though a player may acquire the pass the claim does not set forth 
a step enabling the player to utilize the pass. It is unclear how the method/system 
would consider or utilized this presently disconnected element. 

[Claims do not define all elements associated with a pass or selection] 
The claims as set forth provide for the provisioning of a "pass" to the player and 
that the pass is for use in place of providing a selection however it is unclear in what 
way the pass might be used in place of making a selection presently and the outcome 
associated therewith (IE correct, incorrect, or other). With consideration of the 
preceding paragraph, If the claim were to enable the player to utilize the pass what 
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would be the outcome? While a broad claim is by no means necessarily improper the 
present claim language provides for selections and a pass without defining a relation of 
these elements to the remainder the method/system and thus provides a structural gap 
in the construction of the presented claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 

be found in a prior Office action. 



Claims 41, 42, 44, 47-60, 62, 65-78, and 81-94 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Turner (US 4,684,136) in view of Walker et al (6,193,606) in 
further view of Marnell (US 5,393,057). 

Regarding at least claims 41, 42, 44, 47, 48, 56-60, 62, 65, 66, 74-78, 81,82, and 
90-94, Turner teaches a game playable on a computer (Col 2:33-35) as well as between 
players (2:47-52) comprising: a display matrix including a plurality of spaces (Figurel); 
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trivia topics assigned to and displayed in association with selected spaces of a matrix 
(14): 

a randomly selected trivia question associated with each of said trivia topics and 
displayed upon the selection of one of said selected topics (Col 2:8-26 & Figure 4); 
a plurality of possible answers to said randomly selected trivia question presented to a 
player in association with the display of said randomly selected trivia question (Col 3:45- 
48) wherein the player is referred to a playing card for geographical or identification type 
questions; 

and an award associated with a player providing a correct answer to at least one of said 
trivia questions (Col 3:4-9) wherein the award described is the occupation of a space in 
the playing category by a playing piece. 

The trivia matrix is understood to contain fewer trivia topics/questions than all of 
the spaces of the matrix as the game progresses (I.e. After one trivia question is 
answered correctly by a player that space is no longer available and hence no longer 
has a trivia topic associated therewith) and playable by at least two players (Col 2:47- 
52). 

Turner is silent regarding the incorporation of this game as a bonus game (event 
to a base game) or the inclusion of wagering however, Walker et al teaches an 
electronic gaming device offering a game of knowledge for enhanced payouts including: 

Allowing players to deposit (1 104) and wager (1 108) coins in a base game; 

Automatically starting the trivia game after the conclusion of the base game 
(Figure 11); 
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Allowing players to choose their preferred trivia topic (550); 

Providing the players with a question and possible answers (Figure 3B) after the 
start of the primary game (Figure 1 1 ) or bonus game as so claimed; and 

Providing the player an award for correctly answering at least one trivia question 
(1156 & Figure 11). 

Walker teaches allowing the player to provide a "correct trivia answer", an 
"incorrect trivia answer", and "no trivia answer*' (Walker Figure 9 &10) however, is silent 
regarding charging a fee separate from the wager for a "no trivia answer". However 
offering the player a purchasable advantage in a wagering game wherein the purchase 
is not associated with the monies wagered in the game is extremely old and well known 
with a common example of such a feature commonly referred to as "insurance" or "bet 
insurance". It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to offer the player the advantage of providing "no trivia answer" to a trivia 
question in exchange for an amount money and thereby allow the player to avoid 
incorrectly answering a trivia question and avoid a loss of won credits associated 
therewith. 

Walker et al additional teaches that his base game may consist of a variety of 
games including a reel game and a video poker game (Col 4:42-47). 

Walker et al is however silent on the incorporation of a matrix allowing players to 
select the trivia topic from a matrix of topics. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have incorporated the knowledge game of Turner with the knowledge game 
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of Walker et al allowing enhanced payouts of Walker et al in order to allow the player to 
compete against other players during trivia rounds as taught by Turner (Col 2:47-52) 
and acquire prizes for successfully doing so. 

The invention of Turner/Walker is silent regarding "an initial display of the matrix 
having fewer then all of the plurality of spaces having a trivia topic associated therewith. 
In a related invention Marnell teaches the use of "wild" or free location with no trivia 
topic associated therewith (Figure 3 & Element 75) matrix location and the use of trivia 
questions to complete the matrix (Col 3:61-62). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have incorporated a "wild" space as 
taught by Marnell in the invention of Turner/Walker to increase the probability of a 
player achieving a line combination. 



Regarding at least claims 49, 67, and 83, the matrix of Turner is understood to 
contain multiple smaller matrices and hence displays "another" matrix on both a correct 
previous answer as well as an incorrect previous answer by the player. 

Regarding at least claims 50, 66, 68, and 84, the game of Turner occurs in 
alternating turns between players repeating the general process described above (Col 
3:1-9). 
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Regarding claims 51-53, 69-71, and 85-87 and in addition to the above stated, 
Turner teaches the winning outcome of the game as being based on completing the 
matrix in a tic-tac-toe fashion and as such dependent on completing the matrix in a pre- 
specified arrangement (Turner Abstract) but is silent on providing an award for this 
completion. Walker et al however teaches the awarding of a prize for correctly 
answering trivia questions as taught above. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to award a prize as taught by Walker in 
the game of Turner in order reward the player for winning the game. 

Regarding claims 54, 55, 72, 73, 88 and 89, and in addition to the above stated 
Walker et al teaches indicating both when the player has selected the correct answer 
and incorrect answer on the display of the game system but is silent as to the 
placement of the indicia on the display screen (Col 1 1 :28-45). 

Turner teaches the insertion of playing piece 16 into a spot on the board to 
indicate a correct answer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to place the indicia of Walker et al in the respective matrix positions of Turner 
to which the question corresponds in order to clearly identify the performance of the 
player to the player in addition to the reasons cited above. 
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Claims 43, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Turner (US 4,684,136) in view of Walker et al (6,193,606) in further view of Marnell (US 
5,393,057) in yet further view of Seelig et al (US 2003/0036418). 

The game of Turner/Walker/Marnell as taught above is silent regarding allowing 
the player to choose if they would like to proceed to the bonus game (secondary game). 
This feature however, is taught by Seelig (Fig 3 & Elm 54) in a bonus slot gaming 
system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have incorporated the choice feature of Seelig into the game of 
Turner/Walker/Marnell in order to allow the player to play the bonus game when then 
choose to rather then being forced into the bonus game. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's reply filed March 1 st , 2006 have been fully considered however two 
main issues in the case at present time. First the present claim structure rejected under 
the USC 1 12.2 presently contains issues directed towards claim indefiniteness for 
structural disconnections. Second, a new claim interpretation has been applied to the 
"pass" feature as amended above. Though it is perceived by the Examiner that the 
Applicant believes there to be non-obviousness element in this particular feature of a 
"pass" as it relates to the remainder of the claims, the Examiner respectfully requests 
that the Applicant explain why this feature must be Non-obvious with respect to the 
pending claims in order to ensure clarity within the written record. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert Mosser whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
4451 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-4:30 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan M. Thai can be reached on (571)272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



REM 




